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By Jerry Policoff 


Twelve years after the assassination 
of President John F. Kennedy in Dallas, 
the Warren Commission report, which 
concluded that the killing was the 
work of one man, Lee Harvey Oswald, 
is once again hotly debated. 

Recent disclosures show that both 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and the Central Intelligence Agency 
systematically withheld relevant evi- 
dence from the commission, and de- 
classified executive session transcripts 
tell of the untenable circumstances 
under which the commission operated. 
Before it had even begun deliberations, 
one commissioner remarked that “we 
might as well pack up and go home” 
in view of the lone-assassin findings 
being forced upon the commission by 
the F.B.I., which it relied upon as its 
principal investigative arm. 

Several commission staff members 
have suggested that the F.B.I., C.I.A. 
and other agencies be investigated to 
discover why material was withheld 
from the commission, but they have 
maintained that no new investigation 
of the assassination itself is necessary 
since none of the fresh disclosures 
have diminished the commission’s es- 
sential findings. 

This position carries with it the as- 
sumption that the original evidence 
supports the findings set forth in the 
report — an invalid assumption in view 
of the facts. 

To believe the report, we must also 
believe that an extraordinary number 
of improbabilities occurred against the 
wildest odds. What follows is but a 
small sample: 

® The vast majority of eye and ear 
witnesses had to have been mistaken 
about the source of shots from the 
r:g„t .ront, including several Secret 
Service agents and the Chief of Police, 
Jesse Curry, who initially ordered his 
men to concentrate on that area. 

® There must be some nonconspira- 
torial explanation for the President’s 
head having been rocketed violently 
backward to the left— a reaction that 
would seem more consistent with =, 



u«ry sam tney thought they 
saw hrn on the first floor during 
the 45 minutes preceding the assassi- 
nation while bystanders on the street 
were observing a person or persons on 
the sixth floor. 

• A fourth witness was mistaken 
when he told the F.B.I. on the day of 
the assassination, Nov. 22, 1963, that 
he had last seen Oswald on the first 
floor, but was correct six months 
later when he told the commission that 
he had last seen Oswald on the sixth* 
floor after everyone else had gone to 
lunch. 

There also had to have been no con- 
nection between a statement by a Dal- 
las police lieutenant that -this witness 
would probably change his testimony 
for money,” and the apparent altera- 
tion in his story. 

• Oswald, who said he was on the 
first floor at the time of the shooting, 
made a lucky guess in identifying two 
other employes he said he had ob- 
served there and who had in fact been 
there. 

• A policeman who' encountered 
Oswald off the second floor immed- 
iately after the shooting did not ar- 
rive there as rapidly as he believed 
since Oswald could not have descend- 
ed from the sixth floor that quickly. 

• The President’s shirt and jacket 
rode up nearly six inches without 
doubling over in order to produce 
holes six inches below the collar, since 
the official autopsy report placed the 
wound at the base of the neck. Four 
Secret Service agents, two F.B.I. 
agents and the President’s personal 
physician were all mistaken when they 
also located the wound in a' position 
approximating the holes in the cloth- 
ing. (The higher location was essential 
to the commission’s theory that the 
throat wound was an exit wound for 
the bullet that entered the back.) 

• Since it has been established that 
Oswald’s rifle was incapable of firing 
two shots in the minimum time 
between the wounding of Mr, Kennedy 
and Gov. John Connally, one bullet 
must have caused seven different 
wounds, in both men, smashing Gover- 
nor Connally’s fifth rib and right wrist 
along the way, hitting his left thigh 
with enough force to leave a fragment 
permanently embedded in the bone, 
and then merely falling out of the 
wound, to be found intact and un- 
scratched by a hospital orderly. 

Even test bullets fired through tubes 
of cotton suffered more damage, than 
this super bullet. The commission’s 
staunchest defenders acknowledge the 
extreme unlikelihood of the single- 
bullet theory. They generally argue 
that it is possible because it happened. 

Defenders of the Warren Commis- 
sion report say that' the critics have 
yet to produce a theory that makes 
more sense than the one put forward 
by the commission. On the contrary, 
the evidence weaves a fabric pointing 
unavoidably toward conspiracy. The 
commission with .its preconceived 
notions simply chose to interpret it 
otherwise, and suppressed that which' 
it could not so interpret. 


Jerry Policoff, a New York advertising 
salesman, has been a student of the 
Kennedy assassination since 1966. 
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1 Twelve years after the assassination 
i of President John F. Kennedy in Dallas, 
the Warren Commission report, which 
concluded that the killing was the 
work of one man, Lee Harvey Oswald, 
is once again hotly debated. 

Recent disclosures show that both 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and the Central Intelligence Agency 
systematically withheld relevant evi- 
dence from the commission, and de- 
classified executive session transcripts 
tell of the untenable circumstances 
• under which the commission operated. 
Before it had even begun deliberations, 
one commissioner remarked that “we 
might as well pack up and go home” 
in view of. the, lone-assassin findings 
being forced upon the commission by 
the F.B.I., which it relied upon as its 
principal investigative arm. ■ 

Several commission staff members 
have suggested that the F.B.I., C.I.A. 
and, other agencies be investigated to 
discover why material was . withheld 
from the ■ commission, but they have 
maintained that no new investigation 
of the assassination itself is necessary 
since none of the fresh disclosures 
have _ diminished the commission’s es- 
sential findings. . 

This position carries with it the as- 
sumption that the Original ' evidence 
supports the findings set forth in the 
report — an invalid assumption in view 
of the facts. 
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To believe the report, we must also 
believe that an extraordinary number. ' 
of improbabilities occurred against the 
wildest odds. What follows is but a 
small sample: 

® The vast majority of. eye and ear 
witnesses had to have been mistaken 
about the source of shots from the 
right front, including several Secret 
Service agents and the Chief of Police, 
Jesse Curry, who initially ordered his 
men to concentrate on that area. 

• There must be some nonconspira- 
torial explanation for the President’s 
head having been rocketed violently 
backward to the left— a reaction that 
would seem more consistent with a 
shot from, the right front than from 
behind. 



• All the doctors at Parkland Hos- : 
pital who examined the President’s 
throat wound before obliterating it 

■ with a tracheotomy incision had to 
: have been mistaken when they unan- 
imously described it as an apparent en- 
trance wound. 

o Oswald was lucky. A poor shot, 
he successfully accomplished what . 
none of the • commission’s expert . 
marksmen were able to accomplish 
under more favorable controlled cir- 
cumstances.. 

• Three employees of the Texas 
Book Depository, where Oswald 

/ •worked, must have been mistaken 
when they said they thought they i 
saw him on the first floor during 
• ' *he 45 minutes preceding the assjissi- 
natI <m while bystanders on the .street 
observing a person or persons on 
the s utth floor. 


• A fourth witness was mistaken ’ 
when he told the F.B.I. on the day of 
the assassination, Nov. 22, 1963, that : 
he had last seen Oswald on the first 
floor, but was correct six months 
later when he told the commission that 
he had last seen Oswald on the sixth 
floor after everyone else had gone to 
lunch. r 

There also had to have been no con- 
nection between a statement by a Dal- 
las police lieutenant that this witness 
_wouid probably change his testimony 
for money,”, and the apparent altera- 
tion in his story. 


• Oswald, who said he was on the 
first floor at the time of the shooting 
made a lucky guess in identifying two 
other employes he said he had ob- 
served there and who had in fact been 
there. 


® A policeman who encountered 
i Oswald- on the second floor immed- 
iately after the .shooting did not ar- 
rive there as rapidly as he believed > 
since Oswald could not- have descend- 
, ed.from the sixth floor that quickly. 

; • Tile President’s shirt and jacket . 

. . rode up nearly six inches without . 
doubling over in order to produce 

• boles six inches below the collar, since 
the official autopsy report placed the i 

• wound at the hase of , the neck.- Four 
’ Secret Service , agents, two F.B.I. 

. agents and the President’s personal . 
physician were all mistaken when they 
also located the wound in a position] 
approximating the holes in the cloth- 
;• ing. (The higher location was essential 
to the commission’s theory that 'the ' 
throat wound was an exit wound for 
the .bullet that entered the back.) 
o Since it has' been established that 
■ , Oswald’s rifle was incapable of firing j 
two shots in the minimum time 
between the wounding of Mr. Kennedy 
and Gov. John Connally, one bullet 
must have caused seven different 
wounds in both men, smashing Gover- 
nor Connally’s fifth rib and right wrist 
along the way, hitting his left thigh 
with enough force to leave a fragment 
permanently embedded in the hone, 
and ' then merely falling out oft the 
wound, to be. found intact and un- 
.. scratched by a hospital orderly. 

Even test bullets fired through tubes 
of. cotton suffered more damage than 
this super bullet, The commission’s 
staunchest defenders acknowledge the 
extreme unlikelihood of the single- 
bullet theory. They generally argue 
that it is possible because it happened. . 

Defenders of the Warren Commis- 
sion report say that the critics have 
yet to produce a theory that makes 
_ ..more sense than the one. put forward 
by -the commission. Oh the contrary, 
the evidence weaves a fabric pointing 
unavoidably . toward conspiracy. The 
commission . with its preconceived 
notions simply chose .to interpret it 
otherwise, and suppressed that which 
it could not so interpret. 


1 Jerry Policoff, a New York advertising ] 
^desman, has been a student of the 
1 Kennedy assassination since 1966. 



